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Those who hold it consistently would take pains to see that every
citizen gave due weight to fool arguments concocted by military
mystics to delude mankind into thinking that war is a sacrament
or a picnic. Happily few of them would attempt to practise
what they preach. When the fire alarm calls out the municipal
fire engines they recognize that unbiased statement of the case
for voluntary salvage corps is not what the situation demands.

Education which will help us to eradigate war cannot be
unbiased. It must concern itself with what reasonable grounds
can sustain our determination to do so and what course of social
action can reasonably be expected to guarantee success. In reality
the effect of ostensibly unbiased instruction would always be to
give education a strongly conservative bias. Human beings are
morally and mentally lazy. They are readier to grasp the force
of arguments against any radical change in their social habits than
to adventure with new expedients. Consequently teaching with-
out any bias must always maintain the status quo and obstruct
the impulse to courageous and creative social effort.

Among academically minded people there is a common
delusion that a lack of bias and a passion for factual knowledge
are closely connected with one another. Hence they assume that
being unbiased and being scientific are much the same thing^ In
social affairs there is no necessary connection of this kind. All
facts are not equally relevant to every course of action. We only
know what class of facts are useful when we have decided upon
what we are to do with them. When we have agreed to pursue
a common aim in our common interests we can pursue the search
for relevant facts. Liberals agree that war and disease are eradicable
nuisances, and many of them are warm supporters of the efforts
of teachers on behalf of the League of Nations or of the provision
of teaching in physiology and hygiene. They do not propose
that teachers of physiology should waste their time in stating the
arguments in favour of Christian Science. If their impulse to
eradicate poverty were as genuine as their disposition to advance
the cause of peace or national health, they would not pretend
that our common interest in abolishing poverty is a proper topic